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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-M 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M1 

Comment PC-M1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Caltrans has no authority to take property of the United States government, such as 
NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach, by eminent domain. 

Comment PC-M1-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-M1-3 

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering I-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard 
must merge one lane left to access I-605 and one more lane left to continue on I-405 northbound. 
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22 
westbound off-ramp would be required to reach I-605 and two additional lane changes to reach 
I-405.  

Comment PC-M1-4 

The additional lanes and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives compared 
to the No Build Alternative will encourage traffic currently diverting from the congested freeway 
to local streets to remain on the freeway.  

Comment PC-M1-5 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Sections 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, 
project-related emissions associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future 
No Build Alternative. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and Health Risk. 
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Comment PC-M1-6 

The experience on SR-91 is that motorists from all income groups use the Express Lanes. With 
respect to the potential impacts to local business of the limited access to the Express Lanes, 
please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Comment PC-M1-7 

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need of the project. Please see Response to 
Comment PC-M1-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M2 

Comment PC-M2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

An “express” upper deck was considered early in the project development process during the 
MIS. Subsequently, the alternative was eliminated from further consideration, as described in 
Draft EIR/EIS, Section 2.2.7. Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M3 

Comment PC-M3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M4 

Comment PC-M4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M5 

Comment PC-M5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-M6 

Comentario PC-M6-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-M6 

Comment PC-M6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M7 

Comment PC-M7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M8 

Comment PC-M8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M8-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M9 

Comment PC-M9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M9-2 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Response to Comment PC-M9-1 and Common Response – 
Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M10 

Comment PC-M10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 
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Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-M11 

Comentario PC-M11-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-M11 

Comment PC-M11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M12 

Comment PC-M12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have evaluated design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall. Please see 
Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M13 

Comment PC-M13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M14 

Comment PC-M14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M15 

Comment PC-M15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M16 

Comment PC-M16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M17 

Comment PC-M17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M18 

Comment PC-M18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

During development of the I-405 MIS, one of the top community concerns was residential 
property acquisition. None of the build alternatives require full acquisition of any residential 
properties.  

Caltrans and OCTA acknowledge your support for Alternative 1. Please see Common 
Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-M18-2 

With respect to the travel time data in the corridor, please see Common Response –
Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build Alternatives.  

The SR-91 Express Lanes are considered successful traffic management. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the GP lanes; they provide an option to congestion to motorists willing to pay a 
toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. For an explanation 
of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. For additional information, 
please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. The experience on SR-91 is that the 
public will use them.  

With respect to the Express Lanes causing more congestion in the GP lanes, the analysis shows 
that congestion in the GP lanes is reduced by the Express Lanes. Slow-moving congested 
freeway lanes have lower and unstable throughput compared to uncongested lanes. During peak 
periods, the GP lanes on I-405 are forecast to be heavily congested with lower throughput 
(approximately 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour) than the Express Lanes, whose throughput will 
be managed to approximately 1,700 vehicles per lane per hour. For an explanation of how this 
management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. By providing more throughput per lane 
through management of the Express Lanes, traffic in the GP lanes would be reduced and 
congestion eased; for two conditions with the same total number of lanes and congested 
conditions, congestion in the GP lanes would be less if two of the lanes were managed to 
increase their throughput. See the rows of Table 3.1.6-14 labeled “Brookhurst Street to SR-22 
East” for a comparison of the throughput of Alternatives 2 and 3 with the same total number of 
lanes. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M19 

Comment PC-M19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The residences along the 3200 block of Rowena Drive are blocked by the office complex, an 
existing 10-ft wall, and single-family houses and are set back from the freeway lanes by 
approximately 500 ft, which makes a soundwall ineffective at the location between the 7th Street 
on-ramp and the Seal Beach Boulevard Overcrossing. Traffic noise from a major freeway such 
as I-405 could be noticeable up to 1-mile in surrounding residential areas depending on the 
atmospheric conditions; however, to be qualified for abatement measures, traffic noise must 
approach or exceed the NAC. Traffic noise at 500 ft from the freeway when there are intervening 
buildings will not approach or exceed the NAC; therefore, it will not be qualified for noise 
abatement measures. 

Comment PC-M19-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M19-1. 

Comment PC-M19-3 

Soundwalls are evaluated for acoustic feasibility in accordance with the State and federal 
guidelines which include Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol and the NAC of Title 23, 
Part 772 of the CFR, titled “Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and 
Construction Noise” (23 CFR 772).  

The residences along Yellowtail and Rowena drives north of the Bixby Office Complex were not 
determined to be impacted by the future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels due to their 
distance from the freeway travel lanes and the presence of an existing soundwall along the Old 
Ranch Parkway connector to 7th Street. Existing soundwalls, as well as recommended 
soundwalls for this area, are shown in Figures 24 and 25 in Appendix N – Noise Information 
within the Draft EIR/EIS. Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-M19-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M19-3. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M20 

Comment PC-M20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-M19-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M21 

Comment PC-M21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Comment PC-M21-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC- H43-3. 

Comment PC-M21-3 

Refer to Appendix P, Layout L-2, of the Draft EIR/EIS for the new Ellis Avenue southbound on-
ramp configuration. Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and 
Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. An elevated 
transit guideway was considered early on in the project development, but it was subsequently 
eliminated from further consideration. See Draft EIR/EIS Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered 
but Eliminated from Further Consideration. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M22 

Comment PC-M22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M23 

Comment PC-M23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M24 

Comment PC-M24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M25 

Comment PC-M25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M26 

Comment PC-M26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M27 

Comment PC-M27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M28 

Comment PC-M28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M29 

Comment PC-M29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-M29-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M29-3 

Please see Common Responses – Measure M Fundingand Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-M29-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M29-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M30 

Comment PC-M30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

A design option was considered that would terminate one of the two proposed northbound GP 
lanes at Valley View Street. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall.  

Comment PC-M30-2 

It is common for a transportation project to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The 
project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft Financial Plan must be submitted to 
FHWA prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft Financial Plan must identify full 
funding for the project. Material and safety will be fully funded.  

Please see Common Response – Measure M. 

With respect to the toll roads in Orange County, the financial problems of the SR-73 toll road 
located in southern Orange County are well known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The 
tolled Express Lanes proposed in Alternative 3 are only two lanes of I-405 in each direction. The 
remainder of the lanes on I-405 remains free, and HOVs meeting the occupancy requirement will 
use the Express Lanes free.  

Comment PC-M30-3 

The project is not a TCM, and referenced text was removed from the Final EIR/EIS. Project-
related construction and operational noise and air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
Noise Study Report and project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Sections 3.2.6 and 
3.2.7, project-related emissions and noise levels associated with the Preferred Alternative would 
be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality, 
Health Risks, and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-M30-4 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M30-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M30-2. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-M-57 March 2015 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M31 

Comment PC-M31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M32 

Comment PC-M32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20-1. 

Comment PC-M32-2 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M33 

Comment PC-M33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Sections 3.2.6, project-related emissions 
associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Documentation of safety concerns will be completed during final design and safety issues 
addressed. 
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Comment PC-M33-2 

Project-related construction and operational noise and air quality effects were analyzed in detail 
in the Noise Study Report and project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emissions and noise levels associated with the Preferred 
Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common Responses – 
Air Quality, Health Risks, and Noise/Noise Analysis. A detailed construction noise and vibration 
monitoring and mitigation plan will be prepared during the final design to address construction-
related noise and vibration issues and identify proper mitigation measures for implementation. A 
Transportation Management Plan will be developed to address vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle 
traffic during construction. 

Comment PC-M33-3 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M34 

Comment PC-M34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Traffic related to the proposed I-405 Improvement Project has been extensively analyzed, and 
that analysis is summarized in Section 3.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M35 

Comment PC-M35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M36 

Comment PC-M36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA evaluated design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under Alternative 
2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M36-2 

It is common for transportation projects to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. 
Alternatives 1 and 3 are currently fully funded, as explained in Common Response – Measure M.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M37 

Comment PC-M37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M38 

Comment PC-M38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

For an explanation of the corridor travel times, please see Common Response – Substantiation of 
Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build Alternatives.  
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Comment PC-M38-2 

The Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would be managed through toll pricing to achieve the 1,700 
vehicles per hour per lane during congested peak hours. For an explanation of how this 
management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. Slow-moving congested freeway lanes 
have lower and unstable throughput compared to uncongested lanes. During peak periods, the 
GP lanes on I-405 are forecast to be heavily congested with unstable throughput due to the stop-
and-go nature of heavy congestion. A value of 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour represents a 
reasonable estimation of throughput under the heavily congested conditions anticipated.  

Comment PC-M38-3 

There are currently no plans to evolve the HOV network in Orange County into an Express 
Lanes network. Tables 3.1.6-5 and 3.1.6-13 of the Draft EIR/EIS show that the HOV lanes will 
generally be over capacity in years 2020 and 2040. As a result, the HOV lanes will not provide a 
travel time advantage over the GP lanes and will not meet State and federal HOV lane 
performance standards. For a more complete explanation of the proposed change in occupancy 
for free HOV use of the Express Lanes, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M39 

Comment PC-M39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M40 

Comment PC-M40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M41 

Comment PC-M41-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M42 

Comment PC-M42-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M43 

Comment PC-M43-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M44 

Comment PC-M44-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M45 

Comment PC-M45-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-M46 

Comentario PC-M46-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
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Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-M46 

Comment PC-M46-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M47 

Comment PC-M47-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M48 

Comment PC-M48-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-M48-2 

The population and employment forecasts used for traffic forecasting are approved by SCAG. A 
comparison of pre-recession traffic data (year 2005) to forecast volumes shows annual growth 
rates of 1.0 to 1.5 percent from 2005 to 2040 and annual rates of 1.1 percent or less from 2020 to 
2040. Please see Common Response – Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for 
Build Alternatives. 
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Comment PC-M48-3 

The financial problems of the SR-73 toll road located in southern Orange County are well 
known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The tolled Express Lanes proposed in 
Alternative 3 are only two lanes of I-405 in each direction. The remainder of the lanes on I-405 
remains free, and HOVs meeting the occupancy requirement will use the Express Lanes free. For 
additional information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

If HOVs with only two occupants choose not to use the Express Lanes, toll prices will be 
adjusted to attract replacement vehicles to the Express Lanes. The volume of traffic in the 
Express Lanes is independent of the occupancy requirement for free HOV use of the Express 
Lanes. For a discussion of the occupancy requirement for free HOV use of the Express Lanes, 
please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-M48-4 

Project-related construction and operational noise and air quality effects were analyzed in detail 
in the Noise Study Report and project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emissions and noise levels associated with the Preferred 
Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common Responses – 
Air Quality, Health Risks, and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-M48-5 

Dropping the additional GP lane in Alternatives 1 and 3 upstream of I-605 near Valley View 
Street as suggested in the comment would create a chokepoint at the drop location, because there 
would be no roadway to receive the lane’s traffic. Carrying that lane to I-605 and providing a full 
two-lane exit at the beginning of I-605 provides a location for ending the lane that has the 
capacity to receive the lane’s traffic. Consideration was given to dropping the second additional 
lane included in Alternative 2 just south of SR-22, but this was rejected due to the level of 
congestion such a bottleneck would create. Carrying the second lane to the SR-22 West exit 
ramp provides a location for ending the lane that has the capacity to receive the lane’s traffic. 
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The suggested modification regarding shifting the centerline is not feasible due to current 
Caltrans design standards. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M49 

Comment PC-M49-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

With respect to comments a, b, and c, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the 
Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. The population and employment forecasts used for 
traffic forecasting are approved by SCAG. A comparison of pre-recession traffic data (year 
2005) to forecast volumes shows annual growth rates of 1.0 to 1.5 percent from 2005 to 2040 
and annual rates of 1.1 percent or less from 2020 to 2040. 

The Express Lanes included in Alternative 3 are described in the Draft EIR/EIS, starting with a 
description of them and their proposed operation on pages 2-10 through 2-14, and 2-18 through 
2-22. Additional information regarding Alternative 3 is provided throughout Section 3.1.6 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS.  

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling and Measure M. 

Comment PC-M49-2 

We acknowledge your support for Alternative 1.  

Comment PC-M49-3 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Comment PC-M49-4 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-M50 

Comentario PC-M50-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-M50 

Comment PC-M50-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M51 

Comment PC-M51-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

It appears that this comment pertains to the WCC Project; therefore, please direct your comment 
to the OCTA Community Relations Office (550 South Main Street, Orange, CA, 714-560-5376). 

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-M52 

Comentario PC-M52-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 
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Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-M52 

Comment PC-M52-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M53 

Comment PC-M53-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M54 

Comment PC-M54-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M55 

Comment PC-M55-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Traffic noise analysis has been conducted according to State and federal guidelines as outlined in 
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. The results of the Noise Study Report show that the 
future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels in this area of Seal Beach would increase by zero 
to 2 dB with the project by the design year of 2040.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Section 3.2.6 
of the Draft EIR/EIS, project-related emissions associated with the Preferred Alternative would 
be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

The Traffic Study for the project and attached to the Draft EIR/EIS considers potential increases 
in traffic on Seal Beach Boulevard due to the proposed build alternatives and provides some 
improvements on Seal Beach Boulevard. With respect to Lampson Avenue, the additional lanes 
and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives will encourage traffic currently 
diverting from the congested freeway to local streets to remain on the freeway. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, Health Risks, and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M56 

Comment PC-M56-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see responses to City of 
Seal Beach (GL13).  

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification; Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line; Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, 
Los Angeles Metro, COG, and the City of Long Beach; and Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-M56-2 

The Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies (see Appendix F for a complete list), 
represents a comprehensive analysis of the potential environmental effects of the proposed build 
alternatives on the environment. The analysis of impacts discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS or as 
revised/updated for the Final EIR/EIS related to comments on the Draft EIR/EIS is accurate. 

Comment PC-M56-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M56-2. 

Comment PC-M56-4 

Alternative 3 in the Draft EIR/EIS showed the proposed soundwall under Appendix P, Layouts 
L-24 and L-25 Alternative 3. As part of Alternative 3, the lane widths and shoulders along the 
southbound I-405 direction were designed to full Caltrans standards. Caltrans/OCTA have 
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considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3. The 
Zimmerman design did not account for an additional southbound lane, which would in turn 
impact the existing soundwall. The design provided by the City’s consultant proposed exceptions 
to the highway design standard that have been deemed unacceptable by Caltrans. Please see 
Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall and Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-M56-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M56-4. 

Comment PC-M56-6 

The referenced existing Southern California Edison (SCE) lines would be relocated under a 
franchise agreement with SCE; however, Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to 
avoid relocation of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3. The existing poles and overhead 
lines would require relocation if the soundwall is relocated. Alternative 1 would not require 
relocation of the soundwall or the existing poles and overhead lines. Please see Common 
Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M56-7 

Rubberized and open grade asphalt can reduce traffic noise from 2 to 7 dB, depending on the 
original roadway surface conditions. If a roadway is new and smooth, the reduction is much less 
than when the roadway surface is old with cracks and uneven slabs. FHWA policy does not 
allow the use of pavement type or surface texture as a traffic noise abatement measure because it 
can lose its effectiveness over time. Presently, FHWA and several state transportation 
departments are conducting research to determine the longevity of the noise reduction 
characteristics of rubberized asphalt. Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-M56-8 

The air quality analysis addressed exposure to MSATs, including diesel exhaust. Other MSATs 
addressed in the analysis included acrolein, benzene, 1,3-butidiene, formaldehyde, naphthalene, 
and polycyclic organic matter. The detailed analysis estimated MSAT exposure based on vehicle 
speeds and EMFAC2011 emission factors. For a more detailed discussion of MSATs, please see 
Common Response – Health Risks.  

Overall, diesel engine emissions are responsible for most of California's estimated cancer risk 
attributable to air pollution. In addition, diesel particulate matter (DPM) is a significant fraction 
of California’s particulate pollution problem. Assessments by CARB and EPA estimate that 
DPM annually contributes to approximately 3,500 premature respiratory and cardiovascular 
deaths and thousands of hospital admissions, asthma attacks, and other respiratory symptoms. 
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CARB has found that DPM contributes more than 70 percent of the known risk from air toxics 
and poses the greatest cancer risks among all identified air toxics. Alternative 3 would not 
increase the percentage of trucks in the fleet mix and would improve vehicle speeds in the 
project area. As a result, the build alternative DPM emissions would likely be less than future no-
build emissions; therefore, the build alternatives would not have an adverse operational DPM 
impact. As described in Section 3.2.6, corridor emissions, including MSATs associated with the 
Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common 
Responses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

Comment PC-M56-9 

For the major gas lines, as discussed on pages 3.1.5-15 through 3.1.5-17 of Section 3.1.5.2, 
Environmental Consequences, of the Draft EIR/EIS, three options were evaluated for relocation 
of the gas lines in the Caltrans ROW just north of the NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach. The option 
(Option 1) that retains the gas/petroleum lines on the south side of I-405 within Navy jurisdiction 
is the preferred option and will be pursued. Please see Common Response – Relocation of Gas 
Lines. 

Comment PC-M56-10 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-M56-11 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. With respect to 
coordination across the county line, please see Common Response – Coordination between 
Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, COG, and the City of Long Beach.  

Comment PC-M56-12 

Between SR-22 East (near Valley View Street) and I-605, Alternative 3 adds one GP lane in 
each direction. The tolled Express Lanes do rely on congestion. All of the build alternatives are 
anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are expected to eliminate congestion 
in the corridor. The increased throughput achieved by active management of the Express Lanes 
would reduce congestion in the GP lanes. For an explanation of how this management works, 
please see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. 
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Comment PC-M56-13 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-M56-1 through PC-M56-12. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M57 

Comment PC-M57-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response –Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M57-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1. 

Comment PC-M57-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1. 

Comment PC-M57-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1. 

Comment PC-M57-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1. 

Comment PC-M57-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1. For the major gas lines, as discussed on pages 
3.1.5-15 through 3.1.5-17 of Section 3.1.5.2, Environmental Consequences, of the Draft 
EIR/EIS, three options were evaluated for relocation of the gas lines in the Caltrans ROW just 
north of the NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach. The option (Option 1) that retains the gas/petroleum 
lines on the south side of I-405 within Navy jurisdiction is the preferred option and will be 
pursued. 

Please see Common Response – Shifting Improvements away from Residential Properties onto 
NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property. 
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Comment PC-M57-7 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1. 

The relocation of utilities would be closely coordinated with the owners prior to the actual 
relocation. Residents that may be potentially affected would be notified well in advance of any 
downtime required. Please see Common Response – Relocating Utilities Underground.  

Comment PC-M57-8 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M57-1 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

The additional lanes and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives compared 
to the No Build Alternative will encourage traffic currently diverting from the congested freeway 
to local streets to remain on the freeway. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M58 

Comment PC-M58-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M59 

Comment PC-M59-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Comment PC-M59-2 

For an explanation of the HOV occupancy requirement for free use of the Express Lane 
proposed in Alternative 3, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Comment PC-M59-3 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
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Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.  

Comment PC-M59-4 

The final decision regarding the construction of noise barriers will be made after completion of 
the public involvement process. Please see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis.  

Comment PC-M59-5 

Alternatives with LRT and BRT are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives 
Considered but Eliminated from Consideration. That section explains each of those alternatives 
and why they were eliminated. For a graphic summary of those alternatives, please see Figure 
2-39 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT 
Alternatives. 

Park-and-ride facilities and other TSM/TDM techniques were included in the TSM/TDM 
Alternative, which is covered in Section 2.2.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. The TSM/TDM Alternative 
does not satisfy the purpose and need of the project, as stated in the referenced section of the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M60 

Comment PC-M60-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The proposed limited access to the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would require all users 
entering or exiting I-405 and accessing the Express Lanes at the intermediate access points to 
travel the freeway for varying distances to access the Express Lanes. The travel time, speed, and 
delay data presented in the Draft EIR/EIS incorporates this phenomenon.  

Comment PC-M60-2 

Please see Common Response – Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build 
Alternatives. 

Comment PC-M60-3 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
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alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14.  

Comment PC-M60-4 

As noted in the comment, additional access points are problematic not only for potential 
technological issues but due to the turbulence created in traffic streams at points of ingress and 
egress.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M61 

Comment PC-M61-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M62 

Comment PC-M62-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M63 

Comment PC-M63-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M64 

Comment PC-M64-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M65 

Comment PC-M65-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M66 

Comment PC-M66-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M67 

Comment PC-M67-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling, and Measure M. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M68 

Comment PC-M68-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-M69 

Comment PC-M69-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M70 

Comment PC-M70-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-A17. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M71 

Comment PC-M71-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-M71-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M71-1. 
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Comment PC-M71-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M71-1. 

Comment PC-M71-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M71-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M72 

Comment PC-M72-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling, 
Measure M, and Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M73 

Comment PC-M73-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M74 

Comment PC-M74-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M75 

Comment PC-M75-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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It appears that this comment pertains to the WCC Project; therefore, please direct your comment 
to the OCTA Community Relations Office (550 South Main Street, Orange, CA, 714-560-5376). 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M76 

Comment PC-M76-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M77 

Comment PC-M77-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall, and 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-M77-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M77-1. 

Comment PC-M77-3 

As described in Sections 3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emissions and noise levels associated 
with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see 
Common Responses – Air Quality, Health Risks, Noise/Noise Analysis, and Opposition to 
Tolling. 
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Comment PC-M77-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-M77-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M78 

Comment PC-M78-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-M79 

Comment PC-M79-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments CG4-1 through CG4-6 from the Rossmoor Homeowners 
Association (RHA). Additionally, as described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, project-
related emissions associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No 
Build Alternative. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 
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